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= Update on Overall Progress

* Review Regional Growth Scenarios
— Business as Usual (BAU) Growth Scenario

— Alternative Scenarios (“Centers” and “Centers & Corridors”)
— Preferred Alternative Scenario

= Discuss Strategic Corridors & Development
~orm Focus Areas

* Implementation Strategies & Toolbox
= Next Steps

— Prepare Conceptual Regional Transportation Network
— Revise Study Report per Today’s Input
— Finalize Recommendations and Report




= Affirm Preferred Alternative Regional Growth
Scenario

= Discuss concepts, policies, and tools to link
transportation planning with land-use
planning.

= Establish direction for final report.



Update on Overall
Progress
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TASK 1 Consultant Coordination Plan
TASK 2 Public Participation Plan

TASK 3  Economic and Market Information

TASK 4 Develop/Evaluate BAU Growth Scenario

TASK 5  Develop/Evaluate Alternative Growth Scenarios

TASK 6 Prepare.Preferred Plan and
Supporting lllustrations

TASK 7 Policy Recommendations &

08

Implementation Strategies

Final Report & Executive

TASK 8
Summary



Regional Growth
Scenarios



Compare and model regional growth
scenarios.

Construct “Business-as-Usual’ Scenario as
baseline.

Introduce and model BAU and alternative
scenarios for consistency with regional
goals.

Develop “Preferred Alternative Scenario”
through local input.



» Reflects continuation of plans, policies, and
programs for land use and development form

= Constructed with “Character Areas”

— Character Areas represent areas planned or zoned within similar
parameters for use, intensity, form, and pattern of land
development
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Suburban

Rural

Urban Core

Traditional Town Center
Village Center

Activity Center

Employment/ Industrial Center

* 23 Scories

« Medium to high densiy residential > 5 du / ac.
« Civic, parks and open space, limited reaif and office uses.
* Non-residential FAR.

+ Connected streec necwork in grid pattern
On-stroe parking

3000 6,000 feet for larger (44ane) collectors and
arterak

* Typically sidewalks supplemented by mult-use trals.
+ Biyde accommodations

+ Amodenate level of transt accommodations in
larger cities with buses or trains running every 15 to

ulg-family 30 minutes. Smaller cities may have limited trolley

or local circulator service with connections t an

‘express bus or ral route ® the central city

%09 « Access to carpool or vanpool parkenride lots

CHARACTER TYP

Land
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SUMMARY OF CHARACTER TYPES
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centers and corridors

Growth concentrated into

" N regional, urban and
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E Conservation / Rural Corridors
= Centers -General Urban
v -Urban Core . -Suburban
-Traditional Town Centers ’ Special Use *
-Village Centers Special Activity Centers 0
-TOD ® Primary Linkages TITIT

Secondary Linkages ( - ’



(1) Centers & Corridors: Preferred Growth Areas
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ALTERNATIVE SCENARIO 1:
CENTERS & CORRIDORS




centers

Growth concentrated into
regional, urban and
outlying village centers

with remnant countryside
areas forming greenbelts
o surrounding centers

LEGEND
Conservation / Rural Future Centers .

Centers ‘ -Traditional Town Centers

-Urban Core -Village Centers

-Traditional Town Centers . Future General Urban

-Village Centers Future Suburban
General Urban Special Use *
Suburban Special Activity Centers

®




(2) Centers: Preferred Growth Areas
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BAU Scenario: 2035 Congestion
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(Alt 1) Centers & Corridors: 2035 Congestion




(Alt 2) Centers: 2035 Congestion
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= Builds upon “Centers and Corridors” (Alt. 1)

= Maps 3 Character Areas more than BAU

— Transit-Oriented Development Center
— Primary Conservation Area
— Secondary Conservation Area

= Adjusts Character Areas to reinforce
Preferred Growth Areas
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Concepts: Strategic
Corridors & Development
Form Focus Areas



= Builds upon “Centers and Corridors” (Alt. 1)

= Maps 3 Character Areas more than BAU

— Transit-Oriented Development Center
— Primary Conservation Area
— Secondary Conservation Area

= Adjusts Character Areas to reinforce
Preferred Growth Areas



Based on Preferred Scenario...

* Policies and implementation strategies to
consider

* Focus Areas (4)
— 4 conceptual plans
— Different character areas
— Different policies




Based on Preferred
Scenario...

= Strategic Corridors (10
one-mile segments)

— Represent critical areas of concern
and/or locations where changes in
land use intensity or traffic appears

eminent

— Variety: cross-sections, land use
contexts, geography

Data to KHA to begin field work
Field work scheduled for Dec 1-3
Report end of December

Corridor Description and Issues ldentified

- Two-lane cross section

- New diamoi terchange with I-77 (TIP |-4411)

to be let on mber 2006

- Signal will be constructed at NC 115 and Langtree Road

(2007)

- Propos: levelopment is expected to cause congestion

on this

-See Mt. Mourne area plan



Montgomery County

Cheatham County

Legend
Functional Class
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CANDIDATE COMMUNITY STRATEGIC CORRIDORS
Tri-County Transportation Plan and Land Use Study

Tennessee




= Highlight 1: SR 109 Portland

= Highlight 3:
US 41 Greenbrier
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& Land Use Study
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Tri-County Transportation
& Land Use Study

Legend

Accident Type

E3 Fatal
&* Injury
EH] Property Damage Over $400

— Streets

JR— Major Roadways

- 2030 Road Widening
o]  strategic Coridor Limits

The corridor runs from Lights Chapel Road to East College Street covering a distance of
one mile. The existing section is 5-lanes with curb and gutter. In 2008 the corridor had an

41 average annual daily traffic (AADT) volume of 17,800 vehicles per day. Other corridor
characteristics include:
1"
* open driveway cuts
* wide outside shoulders
j 11

41
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Tri-County Transportation
& Land Use Study

Legend

— Major Highways
fo=—1 2030 Road Widening
— Sweets

E:] Stratagic Camdor Lmits

Traffic sloag the conlood s projeciedd 1o noresse o 26,500 vahiclos per day (vpd) by 2035
n cecer 1o stcomodate Incraased taffic whie promaling batter acces mansaamaont and
il rsdol Sccomadation, Ui followiig moommaidalions s proposed

crmating & 4lene maedian drded seclion wih skiowak on both skios of US 41
prroyiding rieschon breaks s o lames wisere veananied

Proiding hika Sanas for axpanianced Cyokas

Incresasing sknece and vishility of ihe Crosswalk ndacent o the sshaol
Increasig galevway faaiues apgrcaching downlonn

“ e e

r o ! S 1 YT
j 1 =z | ml-:::l-;;l_._.___l_“j_

Lights Chape Road to East College Streat - Robartson County, IN

o=
l i

Vicinity Map

FIGURE 4.10B: FUTURE US 41




Corridor Magp

RINRAL HN)

Vicinity Map

In-County Transportation

& | and Use Stucly

3

— Major Hiabwiays
== 2030 Road Widening
= Streets

l-__—: Strateaic Comidor Limits

=

AL

Srertime
CaM WA

Seruy-om et Ao, o
AR s

FIGURE 4.3B: FUTURE CENTRAL PIKE TO

PLEASANT GROVE ROAD



I County Transpotaton

& Land Use: Study

4

S— Major Highways
S 2030 Road Widening

Stueats

Strateqgic Comdor Limits

Conidor Vision

Notth of S 0

A Jare cuils and guites section with sidewalks andd Dike lanes
ThEs samant ol the mad shoakd haractensties
10 shoukd compament latan = Lo hor
wilh Main strectincluding potential g T otientoed dovelogrman fas erdsoned in e Lebsnor

¥ both dUes i sCommended

swrants (edn!

fOCLs aree) )

Thes ek

ckadt section shoabdd Dea manrmeinsd Thea wids shoudde sl alfer s
AN o axpananced cycists and tha adtian ol a mudlaese path on

e rocecd wil odler socaommodatane fo e a0 carnd Decyeche nleers of oo szl
[Vl ACOess MANSQUNWR prachic vl EenE e bt of diveaswsays snd coootrsgos
canrdnalion hatwasn medtan biaaks and sqnalzason iy sncosanged (o enbance safaty A

Main Straet Ingersaciion Consda
A hgh quelty muk) Jon dasgn wil ba sacparad al tha inlane o valh Misin
- Lo e irexed v & oLLOnOUEoN s for lagey vehiches, Carelu
10 e Sosicn of the pedestrisd @red TeyCk: realm wil be recaarad ar this
\ 16 S Y n, gh wehiey o1

atnns

Gt

Y048 pirpRisy N

KinieyHon

e FIGURE 4.4B: FUTURE HARTMANN DRIVE




Tri-County Transportation
& Land Use Study

Major Highways
2030 Road Widening
Stiesets

Strategic Comdaor Limits
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Tri-County Transportation
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In-County hansportauon
& Land Use Study
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1 Major Highaways
= 2030 Road Widening
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» Each of 4 Focus Areas takes a Strategic
Corridor into greater depth

* Focus Area conceptually links transportation
planning to land-use planning through
design and form

= Highlighting 2 of 4:

— Hartmann Drive at West Main St., Lebanon
— Memorial Drive and Main St., Springfield
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FIGURE 4.11B: FOCUS AREA LEBANON
AT HARTMANN DRIVE




FIGURE 4.11C: FOCUS AREA LEBANON
AT HARTMANN DRIVE
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Conceptual Regional
Transportation Network






FIGURE 7.3 | REGIONAL BIKEWAY
NETWORK VISION MAP WITH
LOCAL FACILITIES

by
f

= Create concep¥ I-modal network that
weaves counties together.



Implementation
Strategies &
Toolbox



= I[ncrease Travel Choices

— Invest in multiple modes.

— Direct investment to Preferred Growth Areas, where land uses
are more varied and development more compact.

= Plan and Implement Regional Transit System

— Employ Preferred Alternative regional growth scenario for
guidance on mass transit routes and stations.

— Support transit with mixed-use, transit-oriented development.

— Consider tax increment financing districts around station
locations to supplement funding.

* Improve Project Prioritization

— Implement scoring system for projects for ranking.

— Metrics like level-of-service should support an objective within
the scoring system.



* Reinforce “Fix It First” Policy

— Invest in Preferred Growth Areas, where network is more
developed.

— Utilize “asset management” to assign value to infrastructure and
prioritize and schedule repairs and upgrades accordingly.

= Align Major Thoroughfare Plans and
Regional LRTP with Preferred Alternative

— Use Conceptual Regional Transportation Network for guidance
to improve linkages between jurisdictions.

* Prepare Tri-County Collector Street Plan

— Encourage traditional neighborhood design (TND), which
Includes better road network connectivity.

— Require transportation impact analyses to determine extent of
facility improvements needed in proposed development.



= Advance Context-Sensitive Solutions

— Utilize “Rural Resource Guide” (LU recommendation) to improve
transportation project compatibility with natural resources.

* Develop Thoroughfare Design Guidelines

— Use Character Areas as guidance for design speed of facility
and its intersections.

* Initiate “Complete Streets” Program

— Dedicate a portion of funding for roadways to a program to
Improve facilities to benefit all users by funding crosswalks, on-
street parking, raised medians, and similar improvements.



= Create a Sustainable Communities Program
at NAMPO for Pilot Projects

— HUD’s Sustainable Communities Initiative funding.
— NAMPO PL funds.
— Local funding of corridor plans, small-area plans, etc.



» Convene Regional Land Use Coordination

Committees

— Utilize current partner, Civic Designh Center to assist with
voluntary review of “Developments of Regional Impact.”

— Convene stakeholders such as Cumberland Region Tomorrow to
establish a forum for feedback to local governments preparing
corridor plans, small-area plans, etc.

* Lead and Encourage Rural and Agricultural

Conservation Initiatives

— Prepare Tri-County Rural Resource Guide to flesh out
Secondary Conservation Areas.

— Detail good planning strategies for rural areas, such as “transfer
of development rights,” conservation easements, etc.

— ldentify state programs and funding sources available to local
governments (e.g., Agricultural Producer Association Grants).



= Reinforce Preferred Growth Areas

— Invest in all transportation modes in centers and corridors
identified in the Preferred Alternative Scenario.

= Encourage Housing Options

— Provide multiple modes of transportation to link existing and
proposed centers to connect residents of attached housing to
jobs.

— Encourage location-efficient mortgages.



» Make Corridor Planning Standard Operating
Procedure

Utilize Regional Land Use Coordination Committee as resource.

Corridor plan should derive from local comprehensive plan and
support its future land use map.

Access management strategies tailored to the corridor plan’s
goals should be the first implementation strategy in place.

Employ the MPO’s Context-Sensitive Solutions and Thorough-
fare Design Guidelines for corridor plan recommendations.

Consider Strategic Corridors and Development Form Focus
Areas for guidance to link transportation and land-use planning.

= Manage Parking Supply

Adjust parking standards by Character Area.

Incorporate parking into local comprehensive transportation
plans, for parking spaces are the endpoints of a majority of trips.



* Implement Complete Streets

— Tap MPO'’s (proposed) Complete Streets program for funding.

— Match regional funds with tax-increment financing, metered
parking, tree bank monies (for planted medians), and other
dedicated sources.

= Update Local Major Thoroughfare Plans

— Utilize Preferred Alternative Scenario and Conceptual Regional
Transportation Network to guide updates.

— Integrate guidance for Context-Sensitive Solutions,
Thoroughfare Design Guidelines, and Complete Streets
principles.

* Integrate Regional Bike/Ped Plan

— Local comprehensive transportation plans should identify
potential users, their skill level, and facility type appropriate to
their use for each route identified in the regional plan.



» Create and Update Local Planning In
Accordance with Preferred Alternative

Scenario

— Comprehensive plans

— Comprehensive transportation plans

— Open space, parks, recreation, and greenways plans
— Small-area plans

— Capital improvements programs

— Affordable housing programs

= Reinforce Preferred Growth Areas

— Urban growth boundaries
— Mixed uses

— Infill development

— Revitalization plans



* Increase housing options

Inclusionary zoning

Density and intensity bonuses

Form-based coding

Traditional neighborhood development ordinances

= Support Rural Conservation

Voluntary agriculture districts

Local agriculture programs: “slow food” and farmers markets
Agriculture conservation easements (finite or permanent)
Employ Tri-County Rural Resource Guide

Zone and tax agriculture by current use



» Coordinate Land Use with Neighboring

Jurisdictions
— Participate in Regional Land Use Coordination Committees.

— Partner with adjacent jurisdictions for small-area plans and
corridor plans that abut or straddle boundaries.

— Work with neighbors to prepare Major Thoroughfare Plans.



Next Steps



* Prepare Conceptual Regional Transportation
Network

= Revise Study Report per Today’s Input
* Finalize Recommendations and Report



